REMARKS 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Claim 33 has been added. Claims 17-33 are now pending in the present 
application. Claims 17, 24, 28, 30 and 31 have been amended to clarify the subject matter 
recited therein. No new matter has been added. Reconsideration of the present application is 
requested in view of the following remarks. 

II. CLAIM OBJECTIONS 

Claim 17 was objected to in the Office Action due to minor informalities. 
However, for other reasons, applicants have amended claim 17 to remove the objected claim 
language. 

III. REJECTION OF CLAIMS 17-32 UNDER 35 U.S.C. § 112, SECOND 
PARAGRAPH 

Claims 17-32 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph as being 
indefinite. Specifically, the Office Action states that in "Claim 1, line 7, 'an equalization' is 
double recitation." Claim 1 has been amended to clarify the subject matter recited therein. It 
is respectfully submitted that claim 1 is now definite. Additionally, claims 30 and 31 have 
also been amended to clarify the subject matter recited therein. It is respectfully submitted 
that claims 30 and 31 are now definite. 

The Office Action further states "[t]he claims are replete with double 
recitations, terms that lack antecedent basis, and unclear language too numerous to mention 
in every instance." However, Applicants do not believe there to now be any further "double 
recitations, terms that lack antecedent basis, and unclear language." Therefore, it is 
respectfully submitted that claims 17-32 are now definite. 

IV. REJECTION OF CLAIMS 17-23, 26-27 AND 32 UNDER 35 U.S.C. S 102(b) 

Claims 17-23, 26-27 and 32 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 

anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,276,625 to Nakaniwa (hereinafter the "Nakaniwa patent"). 

It is respectfully submitted that the Nakaniwa patent does not anticipate the subject matter of 

any of claims 17-23, 26-27 and 32, for at least the following reasons. 

Claim 17 recites the following: 

". . .performing, at at least one operating point of the internal 
combustion engine, an equalization of the at least two cylinders by at 
least one fuel quantity equalization methods and mutually adjusting, 
at the at least one operating point of the internal combustion engine 
and after the equalization of the at least two cylinders, at least one 
sensor parameter of the at least two sensors." (emphasis added) 

Claims 18-23, 26-27 and 32 depend from claim 17. It is respectfully submitted that the 

Nakaniwa patent does not teach (i) equalizing two cylinders by a fuel quantity equalization 

method, and (ii) mutually adjusting a sensor parameter of two sensors, with both (i) and (ii) 
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occurring at the same operating point of an internal combustion engine. Instead, the 
Nakaniwa patent states that "it is determined whether or not the engine is in a fuel cutting 
condition in which the fuel injection valves 14a to 14d temporarily stop fuel injection" (col. 
5, lines 44-47), and that a routine then subsequently "corrects] the detection value of the 
pressure sensor 20a of No. 1 cylinder to coincide with the detection level of the respective 
cylinders" (col. 6, lines 11-15). However, because the Nakaniwa reference states that the 
sensor detection-value correction occurs during a fuel cutting condition, i.e., when fuel 
injection has been stopped, the sensor detection- value correction necessarily cannot occur at 
an operating point of an internal combustion engine at which an equalization has also been 
performed, because the claimed equalization requires equalizing fuel quantities injected into 
the two cylinders by a fuel quantity equalization method, and this cannot happen if there is no 
fuel injection. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully submitted that the 
Nakaniwa patent does not anticipate any of claims 17-23, 26-27 and 32 under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(b). Withdrawal of the rejection of claims 17-23, 26-27 and 32 is, therefore, requested. 

V. ALLOWABLE SUBJECT MATTER 

Applicants gratefully acknowledge the indication in the Office Action that 
claims 24-25 and 28-31 include allowable subject matter. Claims 24 and 28 have been 
amended to be rewritten in independent form, and to address the Examiner's concerns 
regarding "double reictations." Claims 25 and 29-31 depend from claims 24 and 28. It is 
respectfully submitted that claims 24-25 and 28-3 1 are now in condition for allowance. 

VI. NEW CLAIM 

Claim 33 has been added. No new matter has been added. Claim 33 recites 
"wherein the at least one operating point is an idle mode of the internal combustion engine." 
Claim 33 depends from claim 17. For at least this reason, it is respectfully submitted that 
claim 33 is also in condition for allowance. 
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VII. CONCLUSION 

In light of the foregoing, Applicants respectfully submit that all pending 
claims 17-33 are in condition for allowance. Prompt reconsideration and allowance of the 
present application are therefore earnestly solicited. 
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Gerard A^Jtffessina 
(Reg^No. 35,952) 

KENYON & KENYON LLP 
One Broadway 
New York, New York 10004 
(212) 425-7200 
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